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expired before it was settled what form of transport was to replace
it. During this time many decisions were taken and subsequently
reversed. Here it must be said that public opinion outside the council
was more alive to the possibilities of buses than was the council itself,
and may fairly be said to have imposed them on a rather unwilling
council. Again, in 1902 the council rejected the Board of Education's
demand that the Technical School should be moved from its present
site; after much money has been spent in makeshift solutions, it has
recently been decided to move it. In 1928 the council decided to move
the City of Oxford High School; in 193 o they decided not to move it;
it is now to be moved. In 1924 the Oxford Electric Company's lease
was renewed upon terms which made the purchase of the under-
taking, decided upon some six years later, much more onerous than
it need have been, and gave rise to the present discontents. No
doubt circumstances change, and there is much that no man can
foresee; but still the council's treatment of these issues does seem to
show a certain vacillation and kck of foresight. The radical altera-
tions in the working of the committees and departments of the city
which have now been instituted, although we cannot yet judge of
their effect, are to be welcomed as an attempt to meet this charge.
As to the economy of the system, it is hard to form any opinion.
Oxford is one of the lowest-rated cities in the kingdom, but that is
not very significant, as it undoubtedly has an unusually large number
of people who contribute more than they cost. It has a high capital
expenditure per head; this subject is discussed in the next chapter.
During and just after the War there were many complaints of the
city's antiquated method of accounting; this has been remedied. The
corporation accounts were not published until 1920. It has been
stated in certain informed quarters that more might be done in the
way of cost-accounting.
There has been no allegation of corruption or patronage, whether
of councillors or officials, since the beginning of this century. There
have been several allegations that the policy advocated by councillors
has been influenced by their shareholdings in private enterprises with
which the council has dealings. However, the rules precluding coun-
cillors who are interested parties from voting upon contracts are
strict enough. As long as our democratic system remains, there must
always on occasions be a conflict between the private interests and
the public duty of councillors. We should not assume, without the
most definite proof, that on such occasions public duty gives way to
private interest.
On the whole the record of the last forty years as reflected in the

